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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-30 are presented for examination. 

2. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. The current title is imprecise. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1-8 and 18-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. As to claims 1 and 18, the limitation "booting 
the selected operational environment if the selected operational environment was not in 
the resume stack" is not clearly understood. If the selected operational environment was 
not in the resume stack, then booting the selected operational environment is no 
possible. But the specification discloses that enabling for booting the selected 
operational environment if an associated resume file of the selected operational 
environment is not available in the resume stack. 

Claims 2-8 are rejected because they incorporate the deficiencies of claim 1 . 
Claims 19-25 are rejected because they incorporate the deficiencies of claim 18. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 
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Claims 18-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claim 18 is not limited to tangible 
embodiments. In view of Applicant's disclosure, specification page 15, paragraph 
0036, the medium is not limited to tangible embodiments, instead being defined as 
including both tangible embodiments and intangible embodiments such as signals, 
carrier wave, waveforms, transmissions and communication link which are non- 
statutory subject matter. As such, the claim is not limited to statutory subject matter 
and is therefore non-statutory. Specifically, the claims recite computer instructions in 
a machine accessible medium. The machine accessible medium as described in the 
specification includes carrier wave and computer instructions on carrier wave is not 
a proper manufacture under 35 U.S.C. 101. For purposes of examination it will be 
interpreted that the media is statutory subject. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

7. Claims 1,3-10, 12-18, 20-26 and 28-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Hirohisa et al. (Hirohisa), European patent no. 0658843A1. 

As per claim 1, Hirohisa teaches a method for resuming a computing device [fig. 
9], comprising: 
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determining whether a selected operational environment is in a resume stack; 
popping an entry of the resume stack, the entry identifying a location of a resume file; 
invoking the selected operational environment using the resume file [fig. 9; col. 12, lines 
18-43; col. 13, lines 1-12]; and booting the selected operational environment if the 
resume file of the selected operational environment was not in the resume stack, 
wherein the resume stack identifies a plurality of disparate operational environments 
[col. 6, lines 29-53; col. 12, lines 18-56; col. 13 lines 1-12; col. 18, lines 10-24]. 

As per claim 3, Hirohisa teaches that the resume stack comprises pointers 
identifying which operational environments have been put into sleep mode [col. 18, lines 
10-24]. 

As per claim 4, Hirohisa inherently teaches that a bootnext variable identifies an 
operational environment to which to resume [col. 13, line 1-12; col. 18, lines 10-24]. 

As per claim 5, Hirohisa inherently teaches that the bootnext variable identifies a 
location of a boot loader corresponding to the selected operational environment [col. 13, 
line 1-12; col. 18, lines 10-24]. 

As per claim 6, Hirohisa teaches of waking the computing device in response to a 
wake event, wherein the selected operational environment is invoked upon waking, and 
wherein the selected operational environment is resumed from the resume file, if the 
resume file was identified in an entry popped from the resume stack [fig. 9; col. 6, lines 
29-53; col. 12, lines 18-56; col. 13 lines 1-12]. 
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As per claim 7, Hirohisa teaches that each operational environment has a 
corresponding disk partition, the corresponding disk partition having an operational 
environment loader [figures 3,4; col. 6, lines 31-41; col. 7, lines 48-51]. 

As per claim 8, Hirohisa teaches the resume file is stored in a corresponding 
disk partition [figures 3,4; col. 6, lines 31-41; col. 7, lines 5-34, 48-51]. 

As to claims 9, 10 and 12-17 basically are the corresponding elements that are 
carried out the method of operating steps in claims 1 and 3-8. Accordingly, claims 9, 10 
and 12-17 are rejected for the same reason as set forth in claims 1 and 3-8. 

As to claims 18 and 20-25, Hirohisa teaches the claimed method of steps. 
Therefore, Hirohisa teaches the computer instruction storing in a machine accessible 
medium to carry out the method of steps. 

Regarding to claims 26 and 28-30 are contained the same limitations as claims 1 
and 3-8. Therefore, same rejection is applied. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 2, 1 1 , 1 9 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hirohisa et al. (Hirohisa), European patent no. 0658843A1 in view of 
McLaren et al. (McLaren), US patent no. 6,678,712. 



Application/Control Number: 10/719,788 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2115 

As to claims 2, 1 1 , 19 and 27 Hirohisa teaches of entering a sleep mode for a 
current operational environment, wherein entering the sleep mode causes the saving of 
a corresponding resume file and pushing of a location of the corresponding resume file 
onto the resume stack [col. 14, lines 25-35]. 

Hirohisa does not explicitly teach of selecting a second operational environment 
to which a resume is desired. 

McLaren teaches of selecting a second operational environment to which a 
resume is desired [fig. 5; col. 8, lines 21-60; col. 1 1, line 4-col. 12, line 20]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time the invention 
to combine the teachings of Hirohisa and McLaren because they both teach a computer 
system having multi-OS, and the specify teachings of McLaren stated above would 
improve the performance of Hirohisa system for selecting a second operational 
environment to operate. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chun Cao whose telephone number is 571-272-3664. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 7:30 am-4:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas C. Lee can be reached on 571-272-3667. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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